Seattle Police Department

Crime Trends

Violent Crime Down:
Property Crime Up
Violent crime decreased in all
categories in 2001, falling a com-
bined 4.2 percent. This trend re-
verses the small rise in Strong Arm
Robberies and Aggravated Assaults
seen in 2000, and also shows sig-
nificant drops in Murder (-30%)

Photo not permitted for
web publication

utilizes specialized resources in
each precinct, such as the Anti
Crime Teams (ACT). Already the
Taskforce has had some signifi-
cant achievements; a bait car
was put into operation, infor-
mation was developed on auto
theft groups and active auto
thieves operating locally, and an

and Rape (-9.3%). This is a par-

ticularly encouraging trend as Officers search vehicles in the parking lot at the scene of a
convenience store robbery.

other large cities around the na-
tion have shown recent increases in violent crimes.
Statewide, violent crime also decreased, though by a
less dramatic 2.6 percent. Seattle property crimes
grew by combined total of 2.3 percent, mirroring the
statewide increase in property crimes (2.5%).

SPD Addresses Auto Theft

In 2001, Auto Theft rose 4.4 percent after an almost 3
percent decrease in 2000. This increase is of particu-
lar concern, as it follows recent efforts to make Auto
Theft a priority in the Department In 2000, the De-
partment researched new techniques to deal with Auto
Theft by surveying other agencies with good records
in combating this crime. The result of this survey was
intriguing; there did not appear to be one particular
technique that worked, rather each agency had crafted
specialized solutions based on the unique character-
istics of their city. In an effort to utilize the ideas
garnered from this survey, on March 19, 2001, the
SPD created the Seattle City Auto Theft Taskforce
(SeaCATT). SeaCAIT is a two person task force that

active meth lab was recovered
from the back of a stolen van.
Numerous arrests have directly
resulted from all of these efforts, and first quarter
crime statistics for 2002 look promising, with a 8.2
percent decrease in auto theft from the same quar-
ter in 2001.

“Cold Case” Unit Achievements

In addition to the decrease in actual violent crime
offenses, it has also become increasingly difficult for
offenders to get away with them. The Seattle Police
Department’s “Cold Case” unit, comprised of two
homicide detectives, specializes in reviewing unsolved
homicide cases. Advances in DNA technology pro-
vides a valuable tool in examining evidence in these
cases, and a new technique called Short Tandem Re-
peats (STR) allows evidence to be extracted from
samples that had been considered too insufficient to
be tested before. The “Cold Case” unit has submitted
requests for examination of evidence to the Wash-
ington State Patrol Crime Lab in over thirty unsolved
homicide cases. The Lab has confirmed possible
suspect DNA profiles in seven of eight cases exam-
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Violent Crimes: 10 Years

ined. An additional twenty-six cases await DNA 00
testing and analysis. The Automated Fingerprint
Identification System (AFIS) identified a suspect
in 2 1973 case. Further investigation by “Cold
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Case” detectives led to the suspect being charged
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and convicted.
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Traditional follow-up investigations have also led

to closing unsolved homicides. As witnesses who 200 |
were reluctant grow older, their priorities and 1001
allegiances change. In some cases when they 0
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were contacted again, they have provided infor-
mation which has resulted in charges and con- Prop erty Crimes: 10 Years
victions in several previously unsolved homicides. 00,

Suspects also have had changes of conscience .
and contacted police to confess to homicides Y
where the suspect was previously unknown. 0
The “Cold Case” unit has reviewed over fifty cases 000 4
dating from 1969-1999, and using a mixture of

new and traditional methods, will continue ef-
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forts to find new leads for unsolved homicides.
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Index Crime Totals: Part I Offenses

# cases 9% cases

Part I Offenses 2000 | 2001 | %ofchange | PropertyStolen | Property Recovered| cleared | cleared
Murder 36 25 -30.5% $0 $0 20 80.0%
Rape 181 164 -9.3% $160 $0 76 46.3%
Robbery - Total 1,653 1,594 -3.5% $834,551 $315,979 444 27.8%
Armed 645 617 -4.3% $414.843 $157,141 166 26.9%
Strong-Arm 1,008 977 -3.0% $419,708 $158,838 278 28.4%
Aggravated Assaults 2463 | 2367 -3.8% $0 $0 | 1,353 57.1%
Burglary - Total 6,157 | 6,084 8.5% $9,815,194 $441,735 414 6.1%
Residential 3728 | 4,363 17.0% $6,229,812 $234,756 288 6.6%
Non-Residential 2429 | 2321 -4.4% $3,515,382 $206,979 126 5.4%
Theft-Total 26,424 | 26,502 0.2% $13,299,129 $775,041 3,867 14.5%
$200 and Over 10,088 | 10,631 5.3% $12,618,250 $538,437 586 5.5%
Under $200 16,336 | 15,871 -2.8% $680,879 $236,604 3,281 20.6%
Auto Theft 8,386 8,755 4.4% $38,385,097 $36,625,761 484 5.5%
Crime Index 45300 | 46,091 1.7% $62,334,131 $38,158,516 | 6,058 14.4%
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Seattle Police Department

2001 Index Crime Trends

Part I Crime Index per 100,000 Persons Robberies per 100,000 Persons
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911 Center Operations

Comm.
Incoming | Avg,. Speed| Section Calls | Traffic | On-View | Total
Calls of Ans. | Actions | Other | Disp. | Stops | Incidents | Events
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

January 67,838 2.42 3,840 3486 | 22,560 7057 | 12,125 | 49,068
February 62,778 2.43 3,325 3034 | 19,247 5858 | 11,907 | 43371
March 69,866 2.84 3,498 3132 | 21,256 5462 | 11,679 | 45,027
April 67,590 2.53 3,840 2,836 | 22277 52560 | 11265 | 45474
May 72,910 2.45 4,268 3,575 23,943 5,222 13,411 50,419
June 73,164 3.03 4264 3420 | 23,928 4,483 12,001 | 48,096
July 78,108 2.94 4,633 2810 | 26357 4,684 12,422 50,906
August 76,674 3.45 4378 2,739 | 25,802 4483 | 11,602 | 49,004
September 72,337 367 | 4014 | 3148 | 24550 | 3356 | 10,615 @ 45683
October 74,809 3.90 4 346 2,788 | 21497 3,200 9,204 | 41,035
*November 66,497 3.37 3,887 2,799 | 22797 3,730 9823 | 43,036
December 66,166 3.23 3836 2,932 | 22,820 3,993 9116 | 42,697
TOTALS 848,737 302 | 48129 | 36,099 | 277,034 | 56,784 | 135170 553,816

*Averages were used on incoming call counts for 11/3 and 11/4 due to Meridian Max computer failure.

1. Total incoming calls for service.

2. Average time in seconds the average call waited to be answered.

3. Reports written by 911 Center personnel, including Request to Watch and Abandoned Vehicles.

4. Reports written by store security and other investigators

5. Total calls radio dispatched to SPD field units.

6. Traffic stops logged by radio.

7. On-view incidents logged by radio.

8. Total events processed by CAD dispatch system. (Does not include Canceled, Duplicate, or Information only calls with no disposition.)

911 Center Operations: 2001 Traffic Fatalities

Total Calls Received vs. Total Calls Dispatched _
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Traffic Data courtesy of Seattle Transportation
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Seattle Police Department

Acconntabhils

The Office of Professional Accountabilit

i3

& the Investigations Section

The Office of Profes-

Complaints by Classification:

community awareness and

sional Accountability 5 Year Review citizen confidence to make
(OPA) was designed to complaints or concerns
provide civilian over-  ComplaintClassification | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 known. Another factor are
sight of the Seattle Po-  IIS Investigations 149 136 | 145 183 191 increasing numbers of events
lice Depart-ment’s inter- Line Investigations 56 | 41 41 32 36 and protests that become con-
nal process for investi- Supervisory Referrals | 106 | 100 | 26 | 22 33 frontational; in 2001 such
gating and addressing Total Complaints 311 | 277 | 212 | 257 | 260 events led to 20 OPA-IS inves-

citizen  complaints

against police employees. The OPA is led by a civil-
ian director who was appointed in January 2001 by
the Mayor and confirmed by the City Council. The
pre-existing Investigation Section (IS), led by a po-
lice captain, now operates under the authority of
the OPA. The Chief of Police has the final review
and authority on decisions made by OPA-IS. The
primary goals of this office are to provide civilian
review of the citizen complaint process, recommend
strategies and policies to improve the complaint in-
vestigation function, promote public awareness of
the role of the Office, and keep complainants well
informed about the status of their complaint.

Marking the OPA's first full year of operation, 2001
saw a 30 percent increase in total complaint activ-
ity. A total of 227 cases were assigned for full Line
or OPA-IS investigation, an increase of 6 percent
from 2000; and Supervisory Referrals (SRs) in-
creased from 22 to 33 (a 50 percent increase).
Numerous factors may have contributed to these in-
creases. The implementation of the OPA and com-
munity outreach efforts may have promoted greater

tigations with a variety of al-
legations. Increased media scrutiny of police activi-
ties as well as an increase in multiple complaints for
the same action may have also added to the increase
of complaints.

2001 also saw a significant increase in contact logs,
from 500 in 2000, to 626 in 2001, a 25 percent in-
crease. Contact logs are a record of a complaint that
is reviewed and recorded, but not assigned for full
investigation. Though they are not investigated, the
OPA-IS has increased their importance by using them
internally as a valuable form of community feedback.

The OPA has also made great strides in community
outreach and in making the complaint process
accessible to citizens. The Director has attended many
community forums, and the Office has published an
information pamphlet that explains how the
investigations process works, complainants now
receive more follow-up regarding how their
complaints are being handled, and a website was
developed (www.cityofseattle.net/police/opa) to take

complaints online.
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5 Years: Types of Allegations

Allegation 1997 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001
Unnecessary Force 79 64 61 94 105
Conduct Unbecoming 39| 35| 50 65 85
Violation of Rules 420 48 36| 21 71
Misuse of Authority 390 39, 21| 20 19
45 3% 8 5 6

Improper Language
Failure to Take
Appropriate Action 230029 20 12| 12
Violation of Law 7 5/ 15) 120 15
Mishandling of
Property/Evidence 14 6| 11 16 23
Other 63 68 20 35 15
Total 351 338 | 242 280 351

Dispositions of Allegations
in Completed Investigations

Unfounded
34%

Not Sustained
16%

[
L

Admin. Unfounded

Exonerated 16%

23%

Sustained
12%

Note: Numbers do not sum to 100% due to rounding

Definition of Terms

Unfounded- A finding that the preponderance of evidence indicates
that the allegation of misconduct is false or the alleged conduct did
not occur.

Exonerated - A finding that the preponderance of evidence indicates
that the event described did occur, but the actions taken were lawful
and proper.

Not-Sustained - A finding that the preponderance of evidence neither
proves nor disproves the allegation of misconduct.

Sustained - A finding that the allegation is supported by a
preponderance of the evidence.

Administrative Unfounded/Inactivated - This category may occur
where the case has a fundamental legal or procedural defect or
where the involved personnel cannot be identified.

The %awfgm‘/aw Process

The Investigations Section (IS) investigates
complaints of misconduct by Department
employees.

In 2001, 260 complaints of police misconduct
were received (containing 351 separate
allegations). These complaints were investigated
in one of three ways:

Investigations Section Investigation: This is
conducted by an IS investigator and generally
involves complaints of the most serious, complex,
or sensitive nature. In 2001, 191 complaints were
assigned for investigation by the IS.

Line Investigation: This is conducted by the
named employee’s chain of command, and
involves less serious allegations than those
investigated as IS Cases. In 2001, 36 complaints
were investigated as Line Investigations.

Supervisory Referral: This is conducted for
the least serious complaint. Supervisors are in the
best position to evaluate the allegation, and can
often influence the behavior and effect positive
change. In 2001, 33 inquiries were assigned as
Supervisory Referrals.

Type of Allegations and Findings: Each IS
Case and Line Investigation generates a finding.
Findings are “sustained,” “not sustained,”
“exonerated,” or “unfounded.” The charts at left
summarize the types of allegations investigated in
2001 and the findings reached in completed cases.

Discipline: There were 27 employees disciplined
in cases initiated and/or concluded in 2001:

0 = Termination

1 = Demotion

8 = Suspension

11 = Written Reprimand
6 = Oral Reprimand

1 = Pending Discipline
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Seattle Police Department

Entorcement

Uses of deadly force & less lethal options

Incidents resulting in police Taser use by Precinct

use of force are relatively rare,

o . . North Precinct
but it is this very infrequency 18%
that intensifies their signifi-
cance. It is the sign of a civil
and civilized society that any
and all uses of police force

. West Precinct
prompt strong reaction and 30%
opinion. It is important

though, that these opinions be

In the majority of use of
South Precinet _10TCE incidents, the level
32% of force used by SPD is
at the low end of the
continuum. This mirrors
the national trend, where
87 percent of all use of

East Precinct
19% force incidents involved

Other/out of city .
1% bare hands. Nationally,

it is estimated that just

tempered with an understand- Taser use by Type Of InCldent under 1 percent of

ing of how, why, and when Other
16%

force is used by police.
Violent Crime

13%
Seattle Police Officers are
given more than 120 hours of
training in use of force

situations. Officers are also Traffc Related
19%

given a guideline called the

use of force continuum, which Taser Data based on the “The M26 Taser Year One
Implementation Special Report”.

advocates meeting force with

superior force to remain in control of the situation.
Studies have shown that this method results in fewer
injuries for both officers and suspects. The new less-
lethal Taser option gives officers more choices within
this continuum, but it does not replace lethal force
options. Unlike television shows, in reality it is nearly
impossible to aim for anything other than “center of
mass.” If the situation should escalate to the use of a
firearm, officers are trained to shoot to stop. Officers
must react to what the threat appears to be at the
time, and police reactions are based on the initial
actions of the offenders.

Drug or Alcohol Related

o citizen-police contacts

iy . involve the use of force,
™ while Seattle had 0.17
percent for all dis-
patched calls, traffic
stops, and on-view events
et ey logged in 2001.
Sl;l(t;;‘de

Seattle is also one of the

leading agencies in
providing less-lethal options to first responders. In
2001-2002 the City Council approved a special
appropriation in the Department’s budget for Less
Lethal Options. As part of this program, the goal was
to increase the amount of officers trained in Crisis
Intervention (see page 6) and to equip and train 130
officers to carry M26 Less Lethal Tasers. By the end
of 2001, the Department exceeded its biennial goal
and had deployed 158 tasers (136 in patrol, 8 in SWAT,
and 14 in specialty units) to provide limited 24/7
coverage throughout the city.

Use of Force Report Aiip://www.cityofseattle.net/police/publications/useforce
Less Lethal Options Report Atp.//www.cityofseattle.net/police/publications/LessLethal pdf
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Assaults Made on Officers : oz |
% ob 2 2 = =] =
=5 | E|-2|28/% | By 5= 52|12 (2.2 % a4
Disturbance Calls 101 1 0 0 | 100 44 17 27 1 1 3 8 80
Burglaries 4 0 0 0 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 4
Robberies 3 0 0 0 3 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 3
Att.Other Arrest 101 0 0 1 100 33 17 35 4 6 1 5 89
Civil Disorder 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
Handling Prisoners 20 0 0 0 20 7 5 5 0 2 1 0 19
Suspicious Persons/Circ. 47 0 0 1 46 22 8 11 0 1 1 4 35
Ambush-No Warning 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 4
Mentally Deranged 24 0 2 1 21 7 4 13 0 0 0 0 6
Traffic Pursuits 41 0 0 0 41 19 11 10 1 0 0 0 28
All Other 25 0 0 0 25 15 6 2 0 1 0 1 19
Total 372 1 2 3 366 150 71 106 6 13 6 20 289
With Injury 99 0 0 1| 9% | 4 | 10 3l 2 5 2 6
Without Injury 273 1 2 2 | 268 | 107 61 75 4 8 4 14
Adult Arrests/Juvenile Referrals
Offense Booked | Cited | Summoned, Other Total Total

82l Murder 19
Neg. Manslaughter 2
Rape 55
Robbery 289
Aggravated Asslt. 446
Burglary 295
Theft 1,827
Auto Theft 275
Arson 12
Subtotal
Non Aggravated Asslt.
Forgery
Fraud
Stolen Property
Vandalism
Weapons Violations
Prostition
Sex Offenses
Narcotics Violations
Gambling Offenses
D.UI
Liquor Offenses
Disorderly Conduct
Failure to Appear/

Obey Court
All Other Offenses
Subtotal 17,203 1,113 3]
Grand Total 20,423 11,113 , 24,260 ,

19
2
55

Part I Crimes
Juveniles

7o)
=
=
=
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-
e
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Seattle Police Department

2001 Budget Expenditures

Personal Other Capital % of
Services | Charges | Outlay Total Dept.
Administration
Chief of Police 1,010,872 594,767 0 1,605,639 1.02%
Office of the Chief - Grants 976,334 128,199 6,843 1111376 | 0.71%
Organizational Support 1,736,661 6,385,983 22,587 8145230 | 5.18%
Professional Responsibility 1,011,884 31,299 0 1,043,183 | 0.66%
Subtotal $4,735,751 $7,140,248 $29,430 $11,905,428 | 7.57%
Community Services & Support Bureau
Research & Grants Unit 239,866 57,968 0 297,835 | 0.19%
Police/Community Partnerships 2,762,786 339,646 0 3,102,432 | 1.97%
Human Resource Management 1,929,719 350,716 0 2,280,435 | 1.45%
Subtotal $4,932,371 $748,330 $0 $5,680,702 | 3.61%
Patrol Operations
Administration 3,553,030 206,442 400,000 4159472 | 2.65%
Earthquake 02/28/01 78,580 34,103 0 112,683 0.07%
SHA Grant 300,932 539 0 301,471 0.19%
Wiest Precinct 15,206,832 1,247,757 57,362 16,511,951 | 10.50%
North Precinct 14,165,076 1,184,010 0 15,349,086 9.76%
South Precinct 15,322,281 1,395,771 0 16,718,051 | 10.63%
South Precinct - Grant 33,476 0 0 33476 | 0.02%
East Precinct 10,872,703 1,061,518 0 11,934,222 7.59%
East Precinct-Grants 163,037 45,903 0 208,941 0.13%
Southwest Precint 1,042 75,290 0 76,332 | 0.05%
Subtotal $59,696,990 $5,251,333 | $457,362 $65,405,685 | 41.60%
Special Operations
Administration 184,222 25,534 0 209,756 | 0.13%
Field Support 5,760,362 209,653 0 5970014 | 3.80%
Emergency Management 536,504 273,251 10,557 820372 | 0.52%
Emergency Management - Grant 2,160 65,344 0 67,504 | 0.04%
Communications 6,904,745 2,498,699 0 90,403,444 | 5.98%
Traffic & Parking Enforcement 8,519,003 1,358,305 0 9,877,307 6.28%
Metro Special Response 6,042,238 737,348 0 6,779,586 | 4.31%
Subtotal $27,949,293 | $5,168,135 | $10,557 | $33,127,983 |21.07%
Criminal Investigations
Administration 478,864 51,234 0 530,007 | 0.34%
Criminal Intelligence 841,563 67,867 0 909,429 | 0.58%
Crime Survivor Services 470,580 16,947 0 487527 | 031%
Violent Crimes 6,124,333 257 446 0 6,381,779 | 4.06%
Coord. Criminal 8,261,422 406,365 0 8,667,787 | 551%
DV/Child Abuse/Sexual Assault 3,343,545 88,560 0 3432,106 | 2.18%
Vice & Narcotics Investigations 4492717.14 446189.22 0 4938906 | 3.14%
DFF 249914 283,168 0 533,081 0.34%
Investigations - Grants 122,337 28 346 0 150,683 | 0.10%
Subtotal $24,385 274 $1,646,122 $0 $26,031,396 | 16.56%
Information Resources Bureau
Administration 250,293 96,494 0 346,787 | 0.22%
Ethics & Inspections 527,010 51,182 0 578,192 0.37%
Information Technology 1,822,800 1,595,562 68,344 3,486,706 | 2.22%
Records, Evidence, & Indentification 7,364,715 604,755 25,598 8,039,494 | 5.11%
Training 2,257,864 352,167 0 2,610,031 | 1.66%
Subtotal $12,222,682 $2,700,160 $93,942 $15,061,210 | 9.58%
TOTAL $133,922,361 $22,654,326 | $591,291 $157,212,404 100%
% Total 85.19% 14.41% 0.38% 100%

Note: Does not reflect midyear 2001 reorganization

* Includes $44,426 in Debt Service

Budget Footnotes:
2001 Grant Funding

1. All data per City Budget & Expenditure Report dated 4/13
2. Additional appropriations in 2001

2001 Drug Forfeiture Fund $  447,391.00
SHA Grant $ 34,850.00
FEMA Grant $ 12,000.00
Interest LLEBG Yr 4 $ 61,022.00
SHA Grant $  383,100.00
Sound Transit-1st Supplement $ 7,535.00
Weed & Seed Tag & Bust-East Yr 8 $ 99,999.00
Todd Shipyard Contract $  200,000.00
Video Camera Project $  150,000.00
School Video Project $ 10,000.00
Sound Transit $ 2,000.00
Wash Traffic Safety Commission $ 20,713.00
Technology Earmark IT Grant $  249,450.00
Wash Traffic Safety Commission $ 14,500.00
Safe Horizon Project $ 6,500.00
2001 Budget Supplemental $ 2,490,000.00
SHA Grant $  153,000.00
SHA Grant $  154,800.00
Juvenile Accountability Block Grant $  176,375.00
Juvenile Accountability Block Grant $ 19,325.00
Weed & Seed SE Yr 4 $ 111,800.00
Sound Transit-3rd Supplement $  22,500.00
LLEBG Yr 6 $  382,927.00
Bulletproof Vest $ 31,484.45
Weed & Seed East Yr. 9-East $  105,000.00
Wash State Dept of Transportation $ 1,288.00
Interest LLEBG Yr 4 $ 38,920.09
Total $ 5,386,479.54
3. Encumbrance, carried over from 2000 $  432,472.44

$ 2,102,144.75
$ 7,921,096.73

4. Grant Carryovers from 2000
Grand Total
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2001 Personnel Strength

Police

Administration

Chief of Police

Pol Chief, Deputy
Pol Capt

Admin Asst to COP
Pol Lieut

Pol Sgt-Detective
Pol Ofcr-Detective
Pol Ofcr

Community

Services & Support

Pol Chief Asst
Pol Ofcr-Detective
Pol Ofcr

Sworn Subtotal 2

Accountant,Sr

Actg Tech 1T

Actg Tech IIT

Admin Spec I
Admin Spec IT
Admin Staff Asst
Equip Sver
Executivel
Executive3

Fleet Mgmt Anlyst
Legal Advisor
Manager 2

Manager 3

Mgmt Systs Anlyst
Mgmt Systs Anlyst, Supv
Mgmt Systs Anlyst,Sr
Office/Maint. Aide
Payroll, Supv
Personnel Spec
Personnel Spec,Asst
Personnel Spec,Sr
Plng&Dev Spec I
Plng&Dev Spec,Sr
Pol Special Recruit
Sr. Executive Assistant
Warehouse Supv
Warehouser,Sr

DO = = 0 DY k= DY DO = e e e e b e DD = = = DO SN W0 0 N B (V00 ] 00 DN = = DN

Admin Spec

Admin Spec II

Com Svc Ofcr 17

Com Svc Ofcr Supv 2

Crime Prev Coord 15

Crime Prev Supv 1

Manager 3 1

Strategic Advisor 1 2
1
2

1
1
1
Sworn Subtotal 3
3
1

Strategic Advisor 2
Victim Advocate

Information
Resources

Pol Chief Asst
Pol Capt

Pol Lieut

Pol Sgt

Pol Ofcr

Sworn Subtotal

Civilian Subtotal
Total for Comm Services 48

Civilian Subtotal

v
(]

[nvestigations

Pol Chief Asst 1
Pol Capt 4
Pol Lieut 11
Pol Sgt-Detective 40
Pol Ofcr-Detective 207
Pol Ofcr 2
Sworn Subtotal 265
Admin Spec I 27
Admin Spec IT

Admin Spec III
Admin Staff Asst
Admin Support Supv
Victim Advocate
Victim Advocate Supv

Warrant Ofcr
Warrant Ofcr,Sr
Warrant Ofcr,Supv

Civilian Subtotal 5

8
2
1
1
6
1
Volunteer Programs Coord. 1
9
2
1
9
Total for Investigations 324

Admin Spec [

Admin Spec II

Admin Spec III

Admin Staff Asst

Admin Support, Supv
Evidence Warehouser
Evidence Warehouser,Sr

Grants&Contracts Spec,Sr

Identification Tech
Info Technol Prof A
Info Technol Prof B
IT Systs Anlyst

Latent Print Examiner
Latent Print Supv
Maint Laborer
Manager 1

Manager 2

Manager 3

Mgmt Systs Anlyst,Sr
Ofc/Maint Aide
Photographer,Sr
Photographic Svcs, Supv
Plng&Dev Spec I

Pol Data Tech

Pol Data Tech Supv
Pol Data Tech,Sr
Research & Eval Asst
Strat Advisor I

Strat Advisor II

Systs Prgmmer Anlyst
Tenprint Supv

Util Laborer

Video Spec I
Warehouser,Sr

10

Do — —
O\ e DO ke e DO e e e O e ] = O = R

e e S e e e < 5%

Civilian Subtotal

184

"‘ C .‘

Sworn by Position

Chief of Police 1
Deputy Chief 2
Assistant Chief 5
Admin. Asst. to Chief 1
Captain 15
Lieutenant 42
Sergeant 148
Detective 219
Officer 829
Total Sworn 1,262
Total Civilian

1,967

Total for Department
Police Student Officer * 44

*Not Includedin Departiment 1otals

Patrol Operations

Includes Special Operations

Pol Chief Asst

Pol Capt

Pol Lieut 26
Pol Sgt 93
Pol Ofcr-Detective 4
Pol Ofcr 803
Sworn Subtotal 936
Admin Spec I 14
Admin Spec II 5
Admin Staff Asst 3
Admin Support Supv 1
Emerg Prep Ofcr 1
Equip&Facilities Coord 1
Equip&Facilities Coord 4
Info Technol Prof B 1
Laborer 1
Manager 3 1
Mgmt Systs Anlyst,Sr 1
Marine Equip Sver 1
Parking Enf Ofcr 68
Parking Enf Ofcr Supv 6
Plng&Dev Spec I 1
Pol Comms Anlyst 1
Pol Comms Dispatcher I 45
Pol Comms Dispatcher II 38
Pol Comms Dispatcher IIT 14
Pol Comms Disp, Chief 6
Pol Recruit 33
School Crossing Guard 114
Strategic Advisor 2 3
Systs Anlyst 2
Civilian Subtotal 365
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Seattle Police Department

Total Part I Offenses by Precinct & Patrol Beat Sector

North Precinct South Precinct
£ = = £ =25 = £ = = g2 25 = =

= 5 £ = E g= Eg = = S Exg = E g8 & =

S SE &8 & S & =& =5 == S 5 285 & S 2 =£ FE =3
i U563 469 2437 706 256%  15% 1% || m 6211 T 441 346 7907 L0 168%  L70%
L2 15658 728 5510 2431 T 276%  15%%  171% R 2648 578 4081 3586 7667 047  125%  165%
13 B LIS 469 1988 667 231%  240%  143% || 3 S92 147 769 302 1071 281%  310%  231%
4 17,697 1,003 5515 2,209 778 312%  218% 1.68% F4 4963 453 4301 172 6,023 087%  098% 130%
Sector Tot. 61,051 3,549 20,315 9y125 29,438 10.75% 7.70% 635% Sector Tot. 29,763 3,232 mjoz 1 1’&5 32,308 524% 7.01% 697%
N1 15,478 816 4,%4 5,331 8,235 2.72% 1.77% 1.78% R1 67391 843 47061 2267 6,%% 1.12% 1.83% 136%
N2 909 ) A9 L0 5989 156 1286 L28% || 5065 32 284 2112 497 08% 08T L0
Ns 15,282 451 57304 2,154 5,458 234% 0498% 1.18% R% 127563 7%5 47757 1994 67751 2.21% 159% 146%
N4 14,995 1,034 7,818 _7),599 11,417 264% 224% 246% R4 57421 535 3516 1945 57261 095% 116% 113%
Sector Tot. 52,785 Z,gx) 20,?05 10,844 31,049 929% 627% 669% RS 9 755 652 4 676 1,819 6 495 1.72% 141% 140%
Bl U788 A 3l 2% 608 260 098%  L3U% | |TeorTor 39105 3155 19674 10137 29811 690% 68% 643%
B 10916 d5i 3073 2138 SAL L% 0% LIZG | Ty 1BBL B 6037 3BI 998 33%  209%  21%
Bs 8,739 66/1 5,294 1,482 6,776 154% 144% 146% w2 12,985 540 27962 1,6(1) 4562 229% 1.17% 098%
B4 7,789 542 3,198 2,152 57350 137% 1.18% 1.15% W_’) 14757 L144 77074 5,104 10,178 253% 248% 219%
B5 12030 72 4559 160 6179 214%  152%  133% || w4 B0 49 250 105 3846 23% 106k 08%
SectorTot. 54371 2790 19316 10288 29604 9.57% 6.05% 638% SectorTot. 5944 3,100 18824 9750 2854 1046% 675% 6.16%
U1 11,953 81 4218 2928 7146 2.10% 187% 1.54% ST 5830 ) 2017 2512 5509 0%% 060  095%
U2 16,4% 729 5, 134 2,057 7, 191 290% 1.58% 1.55% S2 97 100 52 4,%87 2,558 67945 1'60% 11 3% 1.50%
Us 21,268 670 4,158 1,178 5,336 374% 145% 1.15% Ss 57430 191 27031 1,7ﬂ 377% 096% 041% 0.82%
U4 13,779 1,086 5,990 1,796 7,786 24300 236% LGS% 34 97013 7% 57515 2,7(X) 8,215 159% 1‘60% 1.77%
US 12,754 1,774 9,088 4,385 13,475 225% 385% 291% SS 97715 4(1) 37276 2,168 57444 171% 087% 117%

SectorTot. 76244 5120 28588 12344 40932 1342% 11L11% 883% | [ SetorTor 38137 2131 17226 11695 28921 671% 462% 6.24%

NorthTot. 244450 14349 88422 42601 131,023 43.03% 3114% 2825% South Tot. 166,537 11,627 76226 43388 119614 2931% 25.23% 25.7%

West Precinct East Precinct

= E 5, 8 . & EE = = EE. B . B =& =. =
El 55 B2 & s E 25 =8 EZE||S g5 E2 £ £ E EEB =2 =2
Dl 3802 1189 6061 4950 11,011 068%  258%  23M% cl 5347 65 320 248 ST 0% 151%  123%
D2 4179 729 500 2424 7514 O74%  15%%  162% Q 8690 35 265 L6 371 153%  086%  081%
D3 2,048 723 5571 2377 I8 046 15M%  171% G 10495 42 274 212 48%  18%  08%  106%
SectorTot. 10689 2641 16722 9751 26473 188% 573% 571% c4 581 5% 378 2007 589  103%  L14%  125%
Kl 2112 1046 8301 7511 15812 03  22%%  341% SectorTot. 30,363 2026 12450 7753 20203 534% 440% 436%
K2 1751 1015 5818 3314 9132 031% 220%  197% El 4635 S 4708 56 10365 08%  L18%  223%
K3 2022 B0 6294 3452 9746 030%  202%  210% B2 6,884 672 54%4 3781 925 121%  146%  19%
SectorTot. 5886 2991 20413 14277 34690 L04% 649% 7.48% B3 5,7% 80 563 330 904 101%  18%  19%
Ml 83 9 5332 439 9731 01%  216%  210% SectorTot. 17,275 2,084 15791 12833 28624 3.04% 452% 6.17%
M2 158 92 565 2310 7965 02 215%  172% Gl 808 1073 6271 2760 90l 142%  233%  19%
M3 1379 0 7650 4755 12355 024%  216%  267% G2 440 89 587 2002 789 08%  19%  168%
M4 839 5122993 2401 53%  015%  L11%  116% G3 4736 687 4200 2151 6420 083%  14%  13%%
SectorTot. 4609 3496 21,630 13835 35465 081% 7.59% 7.65% G4 3572 2% 1983 21 2704 063%  064%  058%
Q1 10587 42 2750 3000 5750  186% 08%  Lo4% || SedorTot 21,206 294 18330 7634 2594 375% 63% 500%
W) 10,032 %7 2287 2139 44%6  1T™%  058%  095% HI 7311 357 312 2777 S99 12% 07%  12%%
® 11,747 633 3376 2200 5666 20M% 13 122% H 6,761 00 485 238 728 L% 1% 15%
04 15616 1262 6578 2364 892 275%  274%  193% H 4041 304 2%7 127 37T 08%  066%  082%
SectorTot. 47983 2564 1491 9793 24784 845% 5.56% 534% SectorTot. 19013 1361 10614 6312 16926 335% 295% 3.65%
West Tot. 0,167 11692 7375 47,65 121412 12.18% 2537% 26.18% East Tot. 81947 8415 57,185 34532 91,717 1548% 1826% 19.78%

Citywide Total

Resid. Total Part] %ofResid. o ofpart] %of Total
Population Offenses  Dispatched  On-View  Total Events Population Offenses~ Bven

568100 46083 295589 168177 463,766 10000% 100.00% 100.00%

1. Part I Offenses exclude 229 Offenses for which Car Beat was not known.
2. Part T Offenses #2clude 220 Arsons, not included in Part T Index Crimes on page 13.
3.1n 2001, 25,636 dispatched events and 37,331 on-view events could not be assigned to specific car beats, and are not included in these tables.
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2001 Annual Report

Patrol Car Districts

City Total Area:
83.95 Sq. Miles

North Precinct
B,L,N,U Sectors
Area - 32.04 Sq. Miles

‘West Precinct

D, K, M, Q Sectors E Q
Area-11.59 Sq. Miles C (%)

H1 East Precinct
D El E,C,G,H Sectors
Gl Area - 8.45 Sq. Miles

Seattle is divided into four
precincts, designated here by color G3 G4
tone. Each precinct s divided into
sectors, designated by the first letter
of each Sector name, as follows:

N- Nora E-Edward
L-Lincoln  C-Charlie
B-Boy H-Henry

U-Union G-George g 3

K-King W-William
Q-Queen F-Frank
D-David R-Robert
M-Mike S-Sam
Each sector is divided into beats,
(i.e. Nora 1,2,3,4) which are
patrolled by officers. Additional
officers are assigned to the Harbor
Unit to patrol waterways and
respond to boating emergencies
citywide. The Canine-Mounted
Unit also has a citywide orientation.

South Precinct
W.ER,S Sectors
Area-31.87 Sq. Miles
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Seattle Police Department

Total Part I Offenses by
Census Tract of Occurrence
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2001 Annual Report

Total Part I Crimes

Total Part I Crimes = 46,053
Range = Low of 2 to high of 2,492 crimes
Median (middle) Tract = 295

! Considerably Above the Median

Average Occurrence

Considerably Below the Median

The following standards apply to all
“Crime Maps” on pages 25-27

“Considerably Above the Median”
includes approximately 15% of census
tracts with the most offenses.

“Considerably Below the Median”
includes approximately 15% of census
tracts with the fewest offenses.

Note: Does not include 258 crimes lacking a census tract identifier.
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Seattle Police Department

Violent Crimes

Total Part I Violent Crimes = 4,083
Range = Low of 0 to high of 392 crimes
Median (middle) Tract = 17

! Considerably Above the Median

Average Occurrence

Considerably Below the Median

Note: Does not include 67 crimes lacking a census tract identifier.
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2001 Annual Report

Property Crimes

Total Part I Property Crimes = 41,970
Range = Low of 0 to high of 2,100 crimes
Median (middle) Tract = 275

! Considerably Above the Median

Average Occurrence

M5THAV_ |
~
o)
©
Eﬂ

Considerably Below the Median

]

N

Note: Does not include 191 crimes lacking a census tract identifier.
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